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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published 
under section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the 
effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the 
United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English 
language . 

2. Claims 87-91, 93-97, & 99-103 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Naka j ima et al (6025929). 

Re claims 81, 93, & 99, Nakajima et al discloses (Figure 4 ; 
column 4, line 29 - column 7, line 61; particularly column 4, 
lines 53-54; column 5, lines 1-2; column 5, lines 39-40; column 
7, lines 42-46 & 52-61) an image processing arrangement using a 
plurality of process tables (e.g. a luminance-density conversion 
process table, an input data correction table, a masking process 
table, a tone reproduction curve table for each color, a 
binarize processing table) . A database (Figure 21; column 10, 
lines 34-67) of process tables indicates their respective 
correspondences to a print mode, and determines which of these 
process tables will be loaded and used for each print mode. 
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Further re claims 81, 93, 8c 99 , Nakajima et al discloses 
(column 8, lines 31-35) the implementation of this image 

processing arrangement in the form of printer driver software 
(which is by definition a computer program product which is 

necessarily stored on a computer readable medium in order to be 

usable) . 

Re claims 88, 90, 94, 96, 100, & 102, Nakajima et al 
further discloses (column 7, lines 42-46) that the tone 
reproduction process uses three color correction tables (for 
cyan, magenta, and yellow) and a greyscale correction table (for 
black) . 

Re claims 89, 95, & 101, Nakajima et al further discloses 
(column 4, lines 48-49) that the luminance-density conversion 
process uses a color conversion table (RGB to CMY) . 

Re claims 91, 97, & 103, Nakajima et al further discloses 
(column 7, lines 52-61) that the binarize processing uses a 
plurality of dither matrix tables (either a "well-known pseudo- 
halftone processing" or "error diffusion" or "simple 
binarization" ) . 

Allowable Subject Matter 

3. Claims 92, 98, & 104 are objected to as being dependent 
upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten 
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in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

4. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication 
of allowable subject matter: 

Re claims 92, 98, & 104, the art of record does not teach 
or suggest the recited plurality of margin tables corresponding 
to printer modes in conjunction with the recited arrangement of 
plural process tables corresponding to print modes. 

Re claims 105-107, the art of record does not teach or 
suggest the recited determination of processing condition in 
dependence upon plural conditions including all of the recited 
conditions (paper quality, quantization method, and print 
quality) in conjunction with the recited arrangement of plural 
process tables corresponding to print modes. 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning the contents of this communication 
or earlier communications from the examiner should be directed 
to Stephen M. Brinich at 571-272-7430. 

Any inquiry relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding or any inquiry of a general nature concerning 
application processing should be directed to the Tech Center 
2600 Customer Service center at 571-272-2600 or to the USPTO 
Contact Center at 800-786-9199 or 571-272-1000. 
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The examiner can normally be reached on weekdays 8:00-5:30, 
alternate Fridays off. 

The examiner's unit designation has been changed from "Art 
Unit 2624" to "Technology Division 2625" (as of March 20, 2006) . 

If attempts to contact the examiner and the Customer 
Service Center are unsuccessful, supervisor David Moore can be 
contacted at 571-272-7437. 

Faxes pertaining to this application should be directed to 
the Tech Center 2600 official fax number, which is 571-273-8300 
(as of July 15, 2005) . 

Hand-carried correspondence may be delivered to the 
Customer Service Window, located at the Randolph Building, 401 
Dulany Street, Alexandria, VA 22314. 




Stephen M Brinich 
Examiner 

Technology Division 2625 



smb 

September 26, 2006 



